<-:oncernea witn educational effectiveness.  in many cases/ however, major expenditures of their own funds reported by local agencies as evaluation of program effectiveness are for testing designed to track general student achievement rather than specific effects traceable to any one program. It appears to be the intent of current requirements that local evaluations serve auditing and monitoring purposes while at the same time also informing local program developers and administrators on the best implementation strategies. As illustrated by the history of Title I evaluations (summarized in Chapter 4), stipulations for local and state evaluation activities have shown a confusion of purpose between assessing the extent to which programs are providing benefits and mandated services and determining ways in which local programs might be improved. Local evaluators are forced to use designs and methods to collect data that can be aggregated at the state and national levels, but such data do not serve the local needs well. Moreover, those data have not even proved useful in providing statewide or nationwide overviews; separate state or national studies have been needed for that purpose. Though some data collected at the local level might serve both local and national purposes, each type of evaluation question has distinctive design and measurement requirements (as discussed in Chapter 2) and implies different relationships among the three levels of government.
We have noted in Chapter 3 the variable quality of evaluation activities carried out at the local and state levels and have recommended that Congress consider a diversified strategy of evaluation requirements at these levels (Recommendation C-3).  In Chapter 4 we discussed the need to build in the concerns of target audiences from the beginning to increase the likelihood that evaluation findings will be used. Consideration of how scarce evaluation resources can be best employed to yield reliable information that is useful to the maximum number of audiences reinforces the notion that division of evaluation responsibilities deserves more careful analysis than it has received.
All grantees receiving federal funds for educationt  impeded or facilitated use.     If the Department proceeds with such a  requirement,   the dissemination and                      !'',
